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. thoſe who eſteem the Eſſence of Religion of more 
has (in 


Importance than the Forms and Ceremonies,” 
the general opinion) done me the honor to ſuppoſe me 
the Author of eight queſtions, addreſſed © To all that 
love Truth and Peace.” In oppoſing my ſentiments as 
a Baptiſt, he has thought proper to employ contempt 
and 1rony, rather than cool diſcuſſion; and has deſcend- 


ed to accuſations ſo perſonal as to oblige me to publik 


my whole acquaintance with the queſtions; and to vindi- 


cate myſelf and practice from the ſeverity of his cenſures. 
I dothis the more readily, as the undoubted Anthor of the 
Pamphlet is of ſufficient conſequence to give importance 
to what he writes; and though I have reaſon to com- 


plain of the ſpirit i in which he has written, I shall not 
fail to view him reſpectable as an opponent. 

A few weeks ſince, a Friend ſent me a parcel of 
books, and incloſed were about three dozen of the 
_ queſtions addreſſed * to all that love truth and peace :” 
this was not done by my deſire, and my Friend ſaid 
not a word to me about them. Of their Author I 
know nothing. At the cloſe of one of our weekly meet- 
ings, I gave a few of them to the frends who were pre- 


Tent; the reſt, I gave to three perſons who called on me 
and aſked for them; I do not remember that I gave 


ptiſt. This is the whole I know of, or 


have done with the queſtions. 


I give this ſtatement, not by way of polen but to 
_ the WITS : betwixt the matter of fact, aud what 
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E 
was & ſuſpeRted” by our Author; and to ground an 
appeal to the candor of every man, whether I have vi- 
olated any of the laws of propriety, or, in the leaſt de- 
ſerved the petulant ſeverity beſtowed on me by this 
Oentleman. 


But, if 1 had printed the queſtions, and diſtributed 


them amongſt my friends, in order to aſſiſt them in 


viewing the ſubject more clearly, and arguing it more 
accurately; had I not a right fo to do? or, could any 
one on this account take reaſonable offence ? I greatly 
fear this Writer, with all he ſays of candor, the vital 
power of godlineſs, the cultivation of the graces of the 
Spirit, an this age of increaſing liberality of ſentiment, 
would, if he had it in his power, ſadly circumſcribe the 
rights of the Baptiſts; and reſpecting what they should 
ſay or do, would be to them a moſt rigid Dictator. 
In this concluſion, I think he abundantly juſtifies 
me, by the manner in which he treats the ſuppoſed Au- 
thor of the queſti ns. He calls him, a zealous Ana- 
baptiſt, — a water brother, — a ſagacious interrogator;” 


and accu ſes him, either directly or indirectly, of throw- - 


ing 2 bone of contention, —of endeavouring to ſow dif- 
cord among alfectionate brethren of throwing a fire- 
brand, —as baving bidden adieu either to his honeſty or 
his mo eſly,—as uncandid and arrogant, —of turning 
the ſtill waters of the ſanctuary into the waters of Me- 
ribah,—of, attempting to break the peace of a chriſtian 
ſoclety.— of compaſling ſea and land to make proſelytes, 


6 and of enticing the Sheep of one fold to forſake their 


com anions and enter another! And, all this, courteous 
Reader, in a Pamphlet of only eight pages, and in the 
very ſame pages, he would have us to conceive of him, 
as the peculiar friend of candor,—a cultivator of the 
graces of the Spirit, —as in full accord with this age of 
increaling liberality of ſentiment : And he ventures to 


propoſe 


685 0 


propoſe this, as ſuited to the taſte of thoſe who have. 2 


ſuperior regar for the eſſence of religion !! 

It is lamentable that a man should be ſo loſt, if r not 
to his true character, yet to the temper in which he 

writes; and fo weak, as tv p thus to impoſe him- 
5 ſelf on the world. 


But theſe are not all the evilences of his illiberality ; 4 
5 hs manner. in which we adminiſter Baptiſm, 1s men- 


tioned alſo in moſt contemptuous terms; he calls it 


paſſing through the pond,” and he shamefully endea- 
vours to accule us of indecencies, in our ſolemnly devo- 


ting ourſelves to the ſervice of God. Indeed, this very 


uncandid Gentleman appears much more diſpoſed to 


hold us up to ridicule,* than to confute our reaſonings, 


or to ſupport his own practice. If what is ſuggeſted at 


the cloſe of his pamphlet be deſigned for me, I declare 
it to be a groundleſs calumny ; and call upon him to 


caſt off his veil, and to exhibit Proof of his 9 | 


: infinuations. 1 
I cannot have any FOES Fa to his oppoſing my ſen- 


timents or practice with decency and argument. The 
field of controverſy is open to all; and the perſon who 
en eavours to convince me that 1 am wrong deſerves 


my thanks; but to miſrepreſentation and calumny I 


object ; it is what I have not merited from any of my 
Chriſtian Brethren, and what I dare not return to them. 


Whatever may have been the temper in which this 


Author has written, I wish to pay the greateſt reſpect 


to his arguments. He reſts his vindication of Infant 


Baptiſm on three grounds; he intimates that he is a 
_ follower of a thouſand who have refuted our objections, 
and: ſcouted them from the keld of controverſy, and he 


_ gente 3 add, 415 to jel us to "katred alſo; indeed it is kera'i to 65 8 
what this Writer indes, by imputing to us a maxim, held _—_ by the moſt rigid > 


N te That no * can be kept with Hereticks," * 


reflects 


8 


N 


6 9 0 


reſlects both on the modeſty and ingenuity of the Bap- 
tiſt, who only dares to aſk queſtions winch affect his 


. ſyſtem. 


Unconvinced by any thing which even | he, with all 


his advantages has produced, I shall preſume to object 
to many of his aſſertions, and endeavour wholly to re- 
flute his general concluſion; as it appears to me e 
ſubverſive of an inſtitution of Jefus Chriſt. . 
The firſt ground which he takes is, the covenant re- 
lation of Believers Children, their conſequent right to 


the ſeals of the covenant, and the promiſe of God to 


Abraham. 5; 


. Secondly. The FAO RN for Infant Baptiſm, winch | 


| he profeſſes to adduce from the New Teſtament. 


Thirdly. The general practice of the 1 fince . 


e ee ee e ee patties: 


1K. He ſays, © Children were ever in covenant. with 


God, and always entitled to the ſeals of that covenant, 
and they have never been expelled.” That many and 
great (ſpiritual) promiſes are made to Believers Children 
more than in others. I will be a God to thee and © 
thy ſeed.” The promiſe is to you and your children.” 
And it follows, that if children be entitled to the pro- 
miſes and bleſſings of the covenant, they have a right 


to the ſeals of the covenant ;—that children are admit- 


ted by Baptiſca to many. and great pervileges. \ See 


| bie the eth page this Writer ſays, Cod has made Baptiſm a 2 to 4 | 
mi 


on into the kingdom of Grace: The conſequences of ſuch an aſſertion lie with 


him. I conſider Baptiſm as a duty to be obſerved by thoſe who are born again, and 


are already in the kingdom of Grace; therefore, no one with juſtice, can charge 


me with excluding any, from either the kingdom of Grace or Glory, merely on ac- 
count of their not having received Baptiſm. The future happineſs of A LL py1nG 


1NFANTS, Without diſtinction, is that which meets my moſt firm and cordial be- 


ef; this belief is founded, not on their deſcent, nor on what we can do for them, 
but wholly on the tender mercies of God our Saviour. If any of my Pædobaptiſt 

Friends are of the ſame opinion, I rejoice: Many of thoſe who firſt adopted their 
practice taught differently; and every body knows that the baptiſm of baben, i is even 


now frequently reſorted to, as en to their falvation. 


* 
T 


Romans 


Roman Ill. 1, 2. He aſks. © Was not Jeſus ben an 
infant in covenant? Did he not receive the ſeal of the 
covenant? Was not this covenant then the covenant 
of grace?! T 
nen whole of our a realoning on this 
head. On which, I obſerve, 
liüſt.) I am not able to diſcover either the propriety, 
or piety of what he aſks concerning our Lord Jeſus 
” Chriſt, who is God over all, bleſſed for evermore. 
(ad.) His idea of all the offspring of Believers being 
in the covenant of grace, is very contrary to the preſent 
| he "FTI of things, as well, as many parts of God's f 
word. 
(3d.) Such a ſentiment, 1s highly calculated to en- 
gender and cherish that carnal confidence and pride, ſo 
| awfully apparent in the Jewish nation, and fo juſtly 
| reproved by our Lord and his ſervants. Ye are of 
your father the devil,” ſays Jeſus Chriſt. O gene- 
fraation of vipers, who hath warhed you to flee from the 
_ wrath to come? and think not to lay within yourſelves, 
| we have Abraham to our father,” 1s the language _ 
John the Baptiſt. 3 
They which are > of the flesh, theſe are not the chil- : 
dren of God. For in Chriſt Jeſus, neither circumciſion 
availeth any thing, nor uncircumſion, but faith which 1 
worketh by love,” are the aſſertions of the Apoſtle Paul. 
(ath.) Our Author gives to the offspring of each 
Believer; a much more general intereſt in the coyenant 
of promiſe, than belonged to the immediate deſcendants: 
of Abraham. The promiſe was very ſelect and cir-— 
cumſcribed in its application to his family: It did not 
apply to Ishmael, nor to the children the Patriarch had | 
by Keturah, for only in Iſaac was his ſeed called. F— | 
On thus ſubject I beg the reader's attention. to the | 
TIN $57 Gen, Nl, 13. 1 
| 3 — 
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ſentiments of a moſt. eminent Divine. who writes as 


follows: Two privileges did God grant unto Abra- 
ham, upon his ſeparation to a ſpecial intereſt in the old 
* promiſe and covenant. Firſt, that according to the 


flesh he should be the father of the Meſſiah, the pro- 


* miſed ſeed, who was the very life of the covenant, the 
fountain and cauſe of all the bleſſings contained in it. 
That this privilege was temporary, the thing itſelf doth 


* demonſtrate. —Secondly. Together with this, he had 

*alſo another privilege granted unto him; namely, that 

* his faith, whereby he was perſonally intereſted in the 
* covenant, should be the pattern of the faith of the 


Church in all generations; and that none should ever 


come to be a member of it, or a sharer in its bleſſings, 


but by the ſame faith that he had fixed on the ſeed 


* that was in the promiſe, to be brought forth from him 
into the world. On the account of this privilege, he 


became the father of all them that do believe. For 
they that are of the faith, the ſame are the children of 
Abraham, Gal. iii. 7. Rom. iv. 11. As alſo heirs of 
 *the world, Rom. iv. 13. In that all that should believe {| 
_ *throughout the world, being thereby implanted into 
 * the covenant made with him, should become his ſpiri:- 
©tual children. Anſwerable unto this twofold . 5 
© the ſeparation of Abraham, there was a double ſeed 
*allotted unto him. A ſeed: according to the fleſh, ſe- 


*parated to the bringing forth of the Meſſiah according 
*to the flesh; and a ſeed according to the promiſe, that 


is, ſuch as by faith should have intereſt in the promiſe, 


or all the elect of God Multitudes afterwards were 


of the carnal ſeed of Abraham, and of the number of 
_ *the people ſeparated to bring forth the Meſſiah in the 
flesh; and yet were not of the feed. according to the 


«promiſe, nor intereſted in the ſpiritual bleſſings of the 
* covenant, becaule they did not perſonally believe, as 
| our 


5 
our Apoſtle declares, Heb. iv. And many afterwards, 
*who were not of the carnal ſeed of Abraham, nor in- 
* tereſted in the privilege of bringing forth the Meſſiah 
in the flesh; were yet deſigned to be made his ſpiritual 
* ſeed by faith, that in them he might become heir o 
the world, and all nations of the earth be bleſſed in 


chim. Now it is evident, that it is the ſecond privilege 
* and ſpiritual ſeed, wherein the church, to whom the 


* promiſes are made: is founded, and whereof it doth 


* conſiſt ; namely, in them, who by faith are intereſted 


ein the covenant of Abraham, whether they be of the 
*carnal ſeed or no. And herein lay the great miſtake 


© of the Jews of old, wherein they are followed by their 
poſterity unto this day. They thought no more was 
_ *needful to intereſt them in the covenant of Abraham, 


but that they should be kts feed according to the flesh: 


and they conſtantly pleaded the latter privilege, as the 
ground and reaſon of the former. It is true, they 
were the children of Abraham according to the flesh ; 2 


but, on that account, they can have no other privilege 


than Abraham had in the flesh himſelf: and this was 
as we have showed, that he should be ſet apart as a 
 *ſpecial channel, through whoſe loins God would de- 

rive the promiſed ſeed into the world. — The former 


*carnal privilege of Abraham and his poſterity expiring 


on the grounds before mentioned, the ordinances of 
*worship which were ſuited thereunto, did neceſſarily 
* ceaſe alſo. And this caſt the Jews into great perplex- 


* ities, and proved the laſt trial that God made of them. 


For whereas both theſe, namely, the carnal and ſpiri- 
* tual privileges of Abraham's covenant, had been carried 
on together in a mixed way for many generations, 
coming now to be ſeparated, and a trial to be made 
*who of the Jews had intereſt in both, who in one 
, only; thoſe who had only the carnal privilege of being 
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abſurd for the 
5 according to the flesh, to claim an intereſt in fpiritual - 
priv:Teges and bleſſin 
much more ſo muſt it be for the children of Gen- 
tiles, who are not Abraham's feed. either by natural 
deſcent, or by being partakers of his faith, to claim a 
peculiar intereſt in a covenant made with him, and in 
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rents, is wholly natural and carnal; 
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( 10 ) 


children of Abraham according to ) the flech, contended 
for a share on that ſingle account in the other alſo; 
that is, in all the promiſes annexed to the covenant.— 
But the foundation of their plea was taken away, and 
* the church, unto which the promiſes belong, remain 
with them, that were heirs of Abraham's faith only 
* The church unto whom all the promiſes belong, are 
*only thole who are heirs of Abraham's faith; believing 
*as he did, and thereby intereſted in his covenant.” * | 
If the Doctor's reaſoning in the above extract be juſt, 


all our Author ſays, or can ſay of the covenant and 


ſpiritual privileges of the offspring of Believers more 
than others. is moſt completely refuted; and the 
miſtake and abſurdity which this celebrated Writer 


charges on the Jews, applies with double force to the 


ſentiments advanced by my Opporent. For, it it were 


Jews, vho were the ſeed. of Abraham 


g merely on that account; how 


a prom ſe which belonged to his ſeed only. The re- 


lation h ch ſubſiſts between their parents and the Fa- 
ther of the faithful is only by faith, and entirely ſpiri- | 


tual ; 


but the relation in which they ſtand to their pa- 
therefore, there is 
no evidence of the offspring of Believers having any 
peculiar relation to Abraham, or of their being more in- 


|  tereſte] in the promiſe made to his ſeed than the chil- 
dien of others. 


neither Jew nor Greek, or we are all one in Chriſt ; 


In the golpel diſpenſation, There. is 


b. Owen” 3 Exercitat. on Epiſt. to Heb. in Booth badelap. Exam. Vol. II. 
« P- 327 4485 329, 330. 


Ty be, Feſus. 


hes. And if we be Chriſt $, then we are Abrahams 


ed, and heirs according to the promiſe.+ 
It would appear then, that our Author when plead- 


ing for what he calls the covenant relation of Believers | 


Children, is not ſo much defending a goſpel truth, as 
an abſurdity founded on a Jewish prejudice. 
2d. We now attend to the precedents for Infant Bap- 
tiſm, which he profeſſes to produce from the ſcripture. 
He ſays, © There is no need of any precept—Prece- 
* dents there are—ſuch as the Jailor and his Houſe— 
© Lydia and Stephanus. It may be proper here to ob- 


ſerve, that as Baptiſm came from God. and is an inſti- 


tution of Jeſus Chriſt ; his command can be our only 
warrant, and his word our only certain rule for the ad- 
miniſtration of this ordinance. Hence if babes are to 
be baptized, we might expect it to be moſt expreſsly 


commanded. But this Gentleman ſays, There is no 
need of any precept.” Are the precelents ſo numerous 


and ſo evident, as to ſuperſede the neceſſity of a com- 


mand? One would naturally expect this to be the caſe: 


and our Author poſitively afſerts that there are prece- 


dents. It is true, the inſtances of Infant Baptiſm which 


he adduces are not many, but it would ſeem that the 
are moſt evident; for he does not like moſt of his 


Brethren ſtate e eee and from them form pre- 


ſumptions in favour of the Baptiſm of Babes; no—he 


refers to perſons, and mentions names: to uſe h's own 
expreſſion, © Know all men” that the Jailor, Lydia and 


Stephanus are brought forward by this Writer, as pre- 
_ cedents for Infant Baptiſm!! We certainly wilt give 


him credit for producing as good precedents for the 
Baptiſm of Babes, as he could poſſibly be furnished 
with from the New Teſlament. What ever may be 


00 of my Opponent's * ' modeſty,” it is preſumed, 
7 Gal. in. 28, 29 · 


that 
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that all will FRA his ingenuity,” for he, though a 
. thouſand” have gone before him, has * found ſome- 
thing new.“ 


As the FROST indiſputably furnishes 1 us with the 
fulleſt evidence both in precept and precedent for Be- 
hevers Baptiſm, and this Gentleman having totally 
failed in producing either for the Baptiſm of Babes; I 
might here, with Tertullian's maxim, juſtly cloſe my 


15 oblervations, Nh The ſcripture forbids what it does not - 
mention.“ 
But leſt he should think me wanting in reſpect, by 
7 not attending him on all the ground which he has taken: 


3d. I proceed to notice what he lays. on the general 


Practice of the churches. 


Alf Infant Baptiſm be not of 7 1 how 


can it be accounted for, that the right of Infants to that 


ordinance was never ſo much as doubted, from the time 


of Chriſt and his Apoſtles until the year 410 ? Nor is 
there the leaſt evidence that it was ever oppoſed by any 
man, or ſociety of men, for many hundred years, from 
that time; from hence then it follows, that the baptizing 


mfants was the general practice of the churches, derived 


from the Apoſtles time until the year 1505, at which 
time aroſe Menno, a native of Frieſland, who was the : 


FIRST PERSON that oppoſed Infant Baptiſm, This is 


as plain a fact as hiſtory and the writings of thoſe times 4 
can make it. The Anabaptiſts therefore cannot boaſt. 
| of the antiquity of their practice; ſcarcely 300 years !!“ 


Were all this true, and he could prove it to demon- 


ſtration, we should ſay, as the Proteſtants have ſaid, 
with great propriety and ſucceſs, to the Catholics, ** The 5 
Bible only is the religion of the Baptiſts. In acts of | 
religious worship, we acknowledge no authority leſs than 5 


that of nſpiration. | 
But ſo far from its | being a * « plain fact chat the 
churches 


„„ ©£ 
churches immediately after the Apoſtles practiſed Infant 
| Baptiſm, there is no certain evidence whatever that 
babes were baptized any where, or by any one, for the 
| ſpace of Two YUNDRED YEARS after the birth of Jeſus 
Chriſt. I will not follow the example of my Oppo- 

nent, by giving my bare aſſertion : The following is 
the teſtimony of a learned Pzdobaptiſt— The Baptiſm 
* of Infants, in the two firſt centuries after Chriſt, was 
*altogether unknown ; but in the third and fourth, was 
allowed by ſome few. In the fifth, and following ages, 
it was generally received. The cuſtom of baptizing | 
_ * Infants did not begin before the third age after Chriſt 
was born. In the former ages no trace of it appears 


and it was introduced without the command of Chriſt.'\ 


Another Pzdobaptiſt, of very conſiderable authority, | 
1 ſays, It appears that in the primitive times none were | 
baptized but adults.“ “ Theſe teſtimonies are ſupported {| 
by Du Pin, who, when giving an account of the diſcipline | 

of the church in the three farſt centuries, ſays, A They | 
| baptized thoſe who were inſtrutted and tried in the 
Chriſtian religion: During the time of their inſtruction ö 

they were called eee. But not a word does 


5 — of the Baptiſm of Infants, which renders it ex- | 


tremely improbable that to baptize them was the gene- 
ral practice, eſpecially as it is mentioned by him in his | 
account of the diſcipline of the fourth century. | 
Early in the third century Infant Baptiſm was intro- 


duced in Africa; but it does not appear to have been 


the general practice of the churches for a conſiderable 
| time afterwards. If i it were, how can it be accounted. 
for, that Ambroſe, though born of Chriſtian arent 1 


” Vas baptized. after he was choſen Bishop of Milan, in 


5 Curcelizus in Booth's Padobap. Exam. Vol. II. p. . 7.1% 0 
Mr. Chambers's Cycoplzdia, article Baptiſm. ' 


| + Hit. of the Church, yl II. 5. 776 38 adit 1 | 
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the year 374 ? or, that about the ſame period, John 
Chryſoſtom, the famous Patriarch of Conſtantinople, 
oth moſt religiouſly educated, had given up the 
ſtudy of the law, and was devoted to the ſtudy of the 
holy ſcriptures previous to his baptiſm ? Gregory, tho' 
his Father, was a Bishop when he was born, was not 
baptized until he arrived at years of maturity, and had 
finished his ſtudies. Such reference might alſo be made 
to the baptiſm of Jerome, Nectarius, Auguſtine, and 
others who were born of Chriſtian parents, and religi- 
ouſly educated, yet were not baptized until they be- 
came adults. A learned prelate ſays; *© The wiſeſt of 
*our Fathers in Chriſt did not come to baptiſm, until 
they were come to a ſtrong and confirmed wit and 
© age—There is no pretence of tradition, that the church 
in all ages did baptize all the Infants of Chriſtian pa- 
© rents. It is more certain that they did not do it always, 
than that they did it in the firſt age. St. Ambroſe, 
St. Hierom, and St. Auſtin, were born of Chriſtian 
parents, and yet not baptized until the full age of a 
man, and more.“ This does not look as if Infant 
Baptiſm were become the general practice of the churhes 
even at the cloſe of the fourth century: Nor can I ſee 
the poſſibility of reconciling theſe facts with the exiſt- 
ence of ſuch a uniform attendance to Infant Baptiſm, ” 
as is aſſerted by this Writer. 
To baptize infants, is the MEM? practice of the 
Church of England, of the Preſpyterians, and of our 
Independent Brethren; but where have we inſtances of 
their children arriving at twenty, thirty, and nearly 
forty years of age, before they are baptized? Certainly, 
ſuch inſtances as theſe, accord only with the ſentiments 


and practice of the Baptiſt churches; and with them 
ey are in full agreement. 
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+ Biſhop Taylor in Booth's Pzedobap, Exam, vol, II, p, 117. 
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o very unj oftifiable. is this Gentleman in aſſerting” 
that the . ee infants was the general practice of 
the churches derived from the Apoſtles time,“ and that 
* this is as plain a fact as hiſtory, and the writings of 
thoſe times can make it.” And equally unſupported 
is he when he ſays that © Menno] was the PIAST PER 

so that oppoſed Infant Baptiſm.” Does this Author | 
| ſuppoſe people to be ſo credulous as to believe this, 

merely on the authority of his aſſertion ? or, does he 
preſume on the Baptiſts being ſo ignorant, as not to be 
able to refute him ? or does he believe them to be ſo 
extremely negligent, as not to attempt a refutation of 
that which is ſo palpably wrong? He ſays, Menno {| 
(who lived in the 16th century) was the firſt perſon that 
_ oppoſed Infant Baptiſm,” and that the n * } 
our practice is ſcarcely 300 years,” 5 


It is in our power to confront and refute this ſtate- 
ment with many hiſtorical facts. I will preſent the 
Reader with only one extract from Du Pin, an author 
fully competent to give information on this ſubject, and 
whom no one can poſſibly ſuſpett of writing with a de- 
ſign to favour the Baptiſts. Thus he writes, In the 
beginning of the preceding (i. e. the 11th) century, 
there were diſcovered in ſeveral place: the kingdom 
of France, Hereticks accuſed of impious doctrines, 
Who openly attacked the ſacraments of the church. and 
© deſpiſed its moſt holy ceremonies. The ſeverity uſed 
* againſt ſuch as were found out, did not hinder the 1 in- 


1 Menno, who was originally a Popiſh prleſt, joined the Baptiſts about the year 


1536, when they were in the moſt diſcouraging fituation that can well be imagined .? 


He became a moſt laborious and uſeful miniſter amongſt them; and Moſheim ſays, | 


+ He appears to have been a man of probity, of a meek and tractable ſpirit, gentle 


in his manners, pliable and obſequious in his commerce with perſons of all ranks and 
characters, and extremely zealous in promoting practical religion and virtue, which 


he recommended by his example, as wal as 11 his ys.” Keele, Hi. Cent. 
** fect, iii. part ii. chap. 3. 8 


«creafing 


16 ) 
*creafing of that ſect; ſs that in this 6 e. the 12th) 
century abundance of Hereticks T appeared. 

Ide firſt were Peter de Bruis, and an berate called 
Henry: They began to dogmatize in Provence, from 
whence the latter came to Lauſanne, and afterwards 
went to the country of Mans : : This fell out oo the = 
S:. © Year 1119. | 
i While Henry was preaching in France, Peter de 
42 Brajs published his errors in Provence. HE co 

"DEMNED THE BAPTISM OF INFANTS, AND RE-BAP- 

TIE ED THE ADULT. He did not approve the cele- 
5 bration of maſs, and taught that alms and prayers 
 *were of no uſe to the dead: A doctrine fo ſeditious 
{ * raiſed great troubles in church and ſtate: Nothing was 
ſeen in Provence but re-baptized Chriſtians; churches = 
_ ©profaned or deſtroyed, altars overturned, and croſſes 
1 *burnt.. He went from thence to Languedoc, where, he 
= published the ſame errors in Touloule, and other cities, 
till he was ſeized and burnt alive at St. Giles's, in 
Languedoc. There were alſo Hereticks at Perigueux, 
gaaat the ſame time, who taught almoſt the ſame errors. 
We find juſt ſuch Hereticks in Italy, who took the 
name of Cathari—They all denied the neceſſity of 
HBaptiſm, (i. e. Infant Baptifen ) and the real preſence 
*of the body and blood of Jeſus Chriſt in the euchariſt. 
; * Amotd, a native of Breſcia, who came from Italy to 
France, taught almoſt the ſame errors touching Infant 
Bap tilm and the euchariſt; who having gone to Rome, 
5 had a great number of diſciples there, but having been 
__ * driven from thence, he was taken and burnt alive, — 
Thirty of theſe Hereticks going from France into En- 
4 glans. towards the year 1160, did likewiſe propole to 
ow their doctrine there, but they were ſeized and ex- 


* terminated. 


+ Du Pin was a tens Catholic, ee 5 gives the appellation of Hereticks | 1 
N dto all who * Popery. | ; 
. The 


ſearch for the truth relative to their practice. I appeal 


** 17) 


hy The Herdichs we have been ſpeaking of were con- 
8 denmed + in the council of Toulouſe, in 1116; in the 
general Lateran council, in 1189; in an aſſembly of 
Bishops held in England, at Oxford, in 1160; and 
in a council at Tours, in 1163. Their. number en- 
* creaſing in Languedoc and Gaſcony, they were legally 
* condemned at Lombes in 1176, and at Tou'ouſe in 
*1178. They retired to Albi, from whence they Were | 
called Albigenſes. T 
Far be it from me to accuſe my Opponent af disho- 
neſt intentions; but I can by no means exculpate him 
from a charge of great n-gligence, and of manifeſting 
much more concern to diſcredit the Baptiſts, HOO to 


to the candor and juſtice of every perſon Who reads the 


above extract, whether any thing can be more fairly or 


fully againſt this Writer, who ſays, «© Menno was the 
5 pry perſon that oppoſed Infant Baptiſm, and that we 


cannot boaſt of our practice ſcarcely goo years. 

Were the Baptiſts diſpoſed to boaſt of antiquity, 
they could not only produce perſons who adopted their 
e e ſentiments and practice, in the earlieſt 
ages of the Church; but alſo Martyrs in the cauſe of 
reformation, who ſuffered centuries before ſuperſtition _ 
was affailed by Luther and Calvin, or by Huls, or even 


by Wickliff himſelf. 


1 now proceed to notice our Author 8 3 to 
the manner in which we adminiſter Baptiſm, which is, 
by immerſing the perſon baptized. . 
"He aſks, Where is the command for Appin ? 

Does the quantity of the elements uſed in an ordinance 
enter eſſentially into the nature and efficacy of that or- 

dinance? If it do, why do not the advocates for much 
water uſe alſo much bread and wine, ſeeing there is as 
t Hiſtory of the Church, cent. xii. chap. 6, 1 
e eee C politive 


\ 


(8 ) 

Poſitive a command for the one as the other? And he 
fays, But let all men know that the Anabaptiſt mode of 
plunging is UNDOUBTEDLY right—BECAUSE THEY SAY 


Great modeſty and ſolid reaſoning.” To which I reply, 


in the New Teſtament, where baptiſm is enjoined. As 
the word of a Baptiſt is made fo yery light of by my 

Opponent, I am almoſt prohibited from producing evi- 
_ dence on my own authority, or that of my brethren ; 
however, learned P:edopaptiſts themſelves will not with- 
Hold their ſupport on this occaſion. Many offer their 
teſtimony, but I will produce three only, whofe united 


The ſecond, is the renowned Calvin, who teſtifies, that 


dence in theſe remarkable words, © Chriſt commanded 
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* Boſſuet in Mr. Stennett, againſt Mr. Ruſſen, p. 174. 
+ Inſtitut. Chriſt. Relig. L. iv. e. xv. 919. 
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& In Booth's Pædobap. Exam. rſt edit, p. 17. 
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IT 1S—CONSEQUENTLY ſprinkling MUST BE WRONG !! 


(1ſt) That 1ipping is commanded in all thoſe places 


evidence will abundantly confirm my aſſertions. The : 
firſt, 1s a celebrated Catholic, who ſays, © To baptize 
hgnifies to plunge, as is granted by all the world.” *#— 


The word baptize, ſignifies to immerſe: and the rite 
of immerſion was obſerved by the ancient Church.“ 
The third, is the very learned Beza, who gives his evi- 


us to be baptized; by which words 1T 1s CERTAIN IM> 
MERSION IS SIGNIFIED.”) Can there polſibly be a 
more plain an full anſwer to my Opponent? Or, can 
the practice of immerſion meet with more direct and 
honourable ſupport. than that which is given by theſe 
eminent P:xdobap iſts ? who, to deliver ſuch evidence 
in this particular cafe, muſt have been 1mpelled, only 
by the all-commaniing force of truth. (2nd) I know 
not what this Gentleman means by the efficacy of an 
ordinance; but I have no objection to ſay, that the 


quantity 


NG ' 4 * oF) * a? A 
"ef eee 


{ 0 


quantity of the elements uſed in an ordinance, enters 


eſſentially into the nature of that ordinan: e; that is, a 


ſufficient quantity ; for inſtance, at the Lord's Supper, 


our Lord Jeſus has commanded his Diſciples to drink 


wine in remembrance of him: But should any Admi- 
niſtrator inſiſt, that there should be wine ſufficient only 


to wet the lips of the communicants, and that this ap- 
plication of the element anſwered all the purpoſes of 
the inſtitution: we should object; I preſume my Oppo- 

nent himſelf would remonſtrate; and it would be in 


vain for this Innovator on the laws of Chriſt to ſay, that 
he made uſe of wine, and did ſo becauſe the Saviour 


had enjoined it, that he uſed the ſame words as the | 
Lord did when he inſtituted the holy ſupper, and that 


he by no means conſidered the quantity of the element, 


or the manner in which it is applied as eſſential to the 
nature, or to the due adminiſtration of the ordinance. 
My Opponent would ſtill infiſt, that it was not done 
according to the Lord's example, and that there was 
not a ſufficiency of wine for the communicants to obey 
the injunction of the Head of the Church, who when he 
gave the cup to his Diſciples ſaid,“ Drink ye all of it:“ 
they muſt drink of the wine in order to fulfil his com- 
mand. A ſufficient quantity of the elements and a par- 
ticular application of them, are eſſential to the nature 


and due adminiſtration of the ordinance of the Lord's 


ſupper. Thus, in the ordinance of Baptiſm, we believe 


our Lord to have enjoined immerſion, and all we plead 
for, is a ſufficient quantity of water, for the perſon bap- 


tized to be (according to the ſcripture) buried with him 


in baptiſm ; and ſo much water we judge eſſential to 


the nature and due adminiſtration of this ordinance, 


Were this Writer to ſee a Miniſter of the Goſpel ſo- | 


lemnly touch the lips of an infant with bread and wine, 


N and hear u * of that 2 as the due adminiſtration "" Ws 


the 
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the Lord's 8 the ideas which he would form of 
ſuch a ſervice both as it relates to the ſubject and 
the mode, are exactly ours, when we fee any of our 
brethren ſprinkle a babe, and hear them vindicate that 


as ſcripture baptiſm. 


(3d) When this Gentleman fp Fe Let all men wp 


that the Anabaptiſt mode of plunging is right, becauſe 
they ſay it is!” and exclaims Great modeſty and folid 
 reafoning!!” I hope he does not mean to inſult us; 

but were ane one to accuſe him of ſuch an intention 1 
know not how he would acquit himſelf of the charge. 
WMould it not appear from the above ſtatement and ex- 


clamation, that the Baptiſts in violation of the rules of 


"modeſty, and in contempt of reaſon; had vindicated 
immerſton as the mode of ſcripture baptiſm, with only 


their own unfupported affertion ? But has this been 
the caſe? Was it thus that Gale, Gill, the Stennetts, 


aud many others now dead, ſupported the propriety 
and neceſfity of immerfion ? Is it by bare affertions of 
their own, the Baptiſt Wricers now living vindicate and 
ſupport their practice? Have they not lodged their ap- 


peal with ot only ſacred, but alſo profane Authors, 


and with the opinion of the moſt eminent Lexico- 


gravhers ? Have they not produced the practice of the 


ancent Church in their f:vor ? and the univerſal prac- 
tice of the Greek Church, which contains nearly one 


Half of the profeſſed Chriſtians in the world? This they 


have done, and alſo produced in favor of their practice 

the conceſſions of many of the moſt learned Pædobap- 
tiſts; yet this Writer has, what shall J call it? the aſſu- 
rance to inſinuate that they have employed wa 0 * 

own unſupported aflertions. q 


| Thit he may evermore de ashamed to accuſe us in 


this manner, I wilt cloſe my obfervations on this part 
15 the diſpute, with eutracts from the writings of two 
* Hs 


*we are buried with Chrift in baptiſm, by being buried 


v and approved by our Church, and the change of it 


author of this inftitution, or any licence from any 


_ * mitive Chriſtians) general and ordinary way was to |} 
baptize by immerſfion, or dipping the perſon into the | 
* 55 This is fo plain and clear by an infinite num- 
ber of paſſages, that as one cannot but pity the weak 
__*endeavours of ſuch Pædobaptiſts as would maintain 
tthe negative of it; ſo alſo we ought to diſown and 


people give to the English Antipædobaptiſts, merely 


way by which our bleſſed Saviour, and for certain was 
ite moſt uſual and ordinary way by which the ancient {| 
(CChriſtians, did receive their Nl As for ſprink. 
A ling, I 2 as Mr. Blake, at its firſt coming up in En. | 
gland, Let them defend it that uſe it.“ On theſe ex- 


1 


Pædobaptifts of great eminence. The firſt is Doctor 
Whitby ae thus expreſſes himſelf; © It being fo er- 
pteſsly declared here (Rom. vi. 4. ) and Col. ii. 12. that 


* under water; and the argument to oblige us to a con- 
formity to his death, by dying to fin, being taken 
hence; and this immer ſion being religiouſſy obſerved 
*BY ALL CHRISTIANS. FOR THIRTEEN CENTURTES, 


into ſprinkling,: even without any allowance from the 


* council of the Church, being that which the Romaniſt 
till urgeth to juſtify his refufal of the cup to the | 
*Jaity ; it were to be wished, that this cuſtom might be 
* again of general ufe.” Q_ 

The ſecond is Dr. Wall, who ſays, Their (the pri- 


show a diſlike of the pRorANE scorrs which ſome | 


for their uſe of dipping. It is one thing to maintain, 1 


that that circumſtance is not abſolutely neceſſary to 


the effence of baptiſm ; and another, to go about to 


* repreſent it as ridiculous and foolish, or as SHawterus | 


* AND INDECENT; when it was in all probability the | 


5 in Booth' Pedobap. Jann, yal, I. p. 219. of Ut tn. pe 220, 221, 3. bo 
tracts 


5 ) 
tracts 1 make no comment, as they ſo completely re- 
move the cenſure caſt on us by the in ſinuations of my 
Opponent, and give ſuch a full diſplay of the very 
uncandid manner in which ** has thought proper to 
treat us. 
It now only remains for me to make a few reflaiions 
on the degree of importance which this Writer would 
give tothe diſpute on Baptiſm. — 5 
le repreſents it as only reſpecting © a mere rite—a 
mere form and ceremony“ T- and makes a kind of pious 
lamentation, by ſaying, © When will the time arrive 
when profeſſing Chriſtians will more zealouſly contend 
for the vital power of godlineſs than for the mere form? 
When will they attend to the weightier matters of the 
law, and ceaſe to tithe the herbs of their garden?“ I 
conſider Baptiſm as a part of goſpel worship; and if he 
intends by a *© mere form” what I conceive, and what 
is generally underſtood by ſuch an expreſſion, I am 
ready to aver, that the Goſpel, ſo far from enjoining 
ſuch worship, is entirely abhorrent from it. The hour 
is now come when the Father muſt be worshipped in 
. in truth.“ With thoſe who conſider Infant 
Baptiſm as a mere rite, a mere form and ceremony, I 
have no diſpute. But that Believers Baptiſm comes 
under this denomination, TI can by no means admit.— 
This comes to us, not only inveſted with Divine au- 
*thority, but alſo fraught with all- important and moſt 
inſtructive truth. It is in full agreement with the max- 
im eſtablished by the Head of the Church, Except a 
man be born again he cannot enter into the kingdom of 
God.” It addrefſes the underſtanding, demands the 
* and i is Ray calculated to Inycnce the life. — - 
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t Is it conſiſtent to repreſent Baptiſm. in one . as wa 3 form, RT in 
another to 2. 6 ' God has made it A SEE: to admiſſion into the Kingdom of | 


race?“ -_ ME | 
The 
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The energetic and convincing language of Tohs, well 
becomes the Adminiſtrator of this ordinance ; © Bring 
forth therefore fruits meet for repentance, and think not 
to ſay within yourſelves we have Abraham to our father. 
Tze ax is now laid to the root of the trees: therefore, 
every tree which bringeth not ' forth good fruit i is hewn 
don and caſt into the fire ;” and alſo the inſtructive 
and encouraging expreſſions of the Evangeliſt, * As 
many as received him to them gave he power to become 
te ſons of God, even to them that believe on his name, 
which were born, not of blood, nor of the will of the 
Neſt, nor of the will of man, but of God.” 5 
Conſiſtently with this, when the convinced multinide 
put forth the ſolicitous enquiry, © What ſhall we do ?” 
Peter anſwered, © Repent and be baptized every one of 
J. Dou, in the name of Jeſus Chriſt, for the remiſſion f 
fins.“ The inſtructed Eunuch when he came to a cer- 
tain water ſaid, © See here is water; what doth hinder | 
me to be baptized 9 And Phil: þ ſaid, IF thou believeſt 
wit all thine heart thou mayeſt Peter does not infi= | 
nnuate to thoſe to whom he ſent his epiſtles, that Baptiſm | 
is a mere rite, a mere form and ceremony; no—he 
tells them, © Baptiſm is not the putting away the filth | 
of the fleſh,” (as many of the Jewish ceremonies were) — 
ut the anſwer of a good conſcience towards God. 
In like manner Paul reminds the Galatians, that as * | 
many of them as were baptized into Chriſt had put on 
Chriſt” And he ſays to the Romans, Know ye not 
tat ſo many of us as were baptized into Jeſus Chriſt, were 
baptized into his death ? Therefore we are buried with 
him by baptiſm into death ; that, like as Chrift was 
ral up from the dead by the glory of the Father, even 
fo we alſo ſhould walk in wu of life. For Br we 1 
| have been planted together in the likeneſs of his death, 
we . be oo in the _ of his reſurrection. ou | 
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No one can d ld. this colin with. 
ance toward God, and faith toward © 
our Lord Ji Chreft ;” non can any with propriety 
attend to it, but ſuch as exerciſe the 4 graces of the Spirit 

in expectation of a reſutrettion to ene Hife! Does 


this religious ſervite accord with the iclea of a mere rite, 1 
a mere form or ceremony? Does it not rather abun- | 
Jantly participate of the evan 


elical and all intereſting 


nature of the goſpel diſpenſation? With whatever Iufant 

| Baptiſm: might have ranked under the la, under. the 

_ difpenſation of the goſpel it is certainly a moſt ſiugular 

and forlorn ſeryice: It beſpeaks itſelf to be an N as 
ef emblance to, nor does at aſſociate with any 


* 


it bears no ſe 
other engagement? The is unconſcious and 
paſſive; but not ſo at the Lord able, nor in any other 
part of worship or divine tne. gar In: the _ 
Teſtament. + 4196, CO ef 5 

"The adhirch of tin i are many, 238 W .o 
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5 kiritude for its continuance. in the Church is great. Vet, 
in dependance on his word; who bath: ſaid, Every plant 
which my heavenly Father hut not planted ſhall be rot- 
ed wp, 1 pray for the ſpeedy zemoval of every mvention 
which is not in the fulleſt comcidence with that period, 
when the true worſhippers fall worfhrp the Father iu = 
' 3 and in N A inte . Jens * | 
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